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a. ««c«p.e* * or. in tie aIteraatlve , ^ „ „ s c 

as obvious over Kamps et al. 

No differences can be seen over the forming fabric/wire ^ 
Kamps .t .1. which is used in the inUial foming section co ^ 

a t 1S sue paper. Kamps et a!. discloses that the forming fabric 
-y have areas of revive!, slow water drainage, i.e. 20nally 
variable wire payability. Column 3 lines lo . ao disclose that 
the wire can b e forced by weaving a decorative pattern i nto the 
foxing fabric/wire. The abstract al S o states the wire with a 
Pattern that has slower drainage area can be forced by weaving 
inherently one of ordinary level of s>cill in the art would 
Mediately envision this me a„s the wire has at least two zones 

wxth different permeabilities formed by warp and weft threads 
F^re 5 of Kamps et al . shows a crescent former with the 

decorative fabric 13 overlaying a twin wire paper making 

felt/wire 12. 

Again, no differences can be seen over this reference. But 
1£ any minor differences exist, they would have been prima Cacle 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in tne art . Por ^ 
that the term "wire" or "belt" or ..fabric" are all used 
interchangeably in the paper making foxing fabric art and the 
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Examiner sees no distinction between the phrase "dewatering wire" 
as used in these claims and "forming fabric" used to describe the 
decorative forming wire/fabric of the reference, Kamps et al. 

Kamps at col at col 5 lines 60-62 even describes the forming 

fabric as a wire. 

With respect to new claims 25, 26 Kamps et al specifies that 
there is a slower drainage area which inherently meets the 
claimed limitations. 

Claims 9 and 10 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kamps et al . as applied to claim 1 above, 
and further in view of Kotitschke which, if even necessary, 
exemplifies the very well known conventional feature of a 
conditioning device/wire cleaning device for the wires in a twin 
wire section. See for example blowing device 2 and water 
spraying device 3 shown in Kotitschke to clean the forming fabric 
as well as high pressure spray tubes 4 to also clean it. Thus to 
provide conditioning/cleaning devices for the forming fabrics of 
Kamps et al . would have been prima f fl r1» obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art in order to gain the known advantages 
of keeping the fabrics/wires clean. 

Claims 12-14 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kamps et al . as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of as necessary Eaton et al. which, if even 
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necessary, examines that Conine speeds at the recited ranges 
are known. Thus Co operate , paper ^ ^ ^ ^ 

would have been a,^^ obvious for ^ ^ ^ 
obtaining more output per un . t c . me fey running ^^^^ ^ ^ 

fastest possible rate. No te furthermore that Kamps et al at 
column u line 36 teaches as an example a machine speed of 2500 

» a known result effective variable,- again the faster the 
-chine goes, the .ore output will be obtained, etc. See Baton 
et al. column 5 lines S2-55 which teaches present operating 
commercial twin wire machines speeds of up to 6000 feet per 
"-inute (1828 meters per minute) are used. 

as being unpatentable over the references as applied to the 
respective claims above, and further in view of taea et al as 

necessary. 

r-nen et al . teaches at column ! lines 14 - 16 that in a 
paper making twin wire tissue making machine, the endless fabrics 
-X take the form of either a wire or felt. Thus to use tB0 

- would have been P r lma £acie obvious ^ _ ^ 



in the art, 



»ote with respect to claims 12-14 column i li„ es 44+ teach 
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low maximum speeds.- and the inventive machine of Turunen et a!, 
(in 1979, teaches they may achieve speeds higher than that 
Clearly thus it would have been nxin^ie obvious to operate a 
tissue making machine such as one with a 2 onally variable 
permeability fabric such as shown in Kamps et al . and/or 
suggested by other references at the recited speeds since these 
are known and/or suggested operating speed ranges for tissue 
making machines. 

Claims 1-26 are also reacted under 35 u.s.c. 103(a) as 
un Bateatable over the respective references ^ ^^.^ ^ 

the claims above, and further in view of SE 427053 or Hay et al 

SE '053 teaches a forming wire/fabric using different weave 
paths to make different porosity and void volume/permeability 
The translation teaches this may be used for a forming wire to 
make tissue non-„ovens or the like. Likewise Hay et al (us 
bivalent to PCT GB 99/02684, i.e. WO/12627, mentioned in the 
mstant specification at pg 9, teaches a forming fabric to 
produce a patterned fibrous web with different areas of zonal 
permeability. Hays et al also specifically teaches on page 12 
that the forming fabric may be employed as a forming wire in the 
wet forming process. 

It can be seen that either of these references alone 
anticipates and/or renders obvious many of the claims of record. 



Serial No. 09/769,464 
Art Unit 1731 



-6- 



But in any event, In order to be complete and not give unduly 
multiple rejections, it would have been prima facie obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to use the forming wires/fabrics 
of either Swedish -053 or Hay et al as the decorative forming 
fabric in the twin wire machine as taught in Kamps et al for the 
known advantages of these fabrics as taught by each reference. 
These references are applied, especially Hays et al, since the 
specification of this application explicitly teaches that forming 
fabrics/wires of these types are intended to be encompassed by 
the claims . 

Applicants' arguments filed April 24, 2002 have been 
considered but are not seemed to be persuasive. 

Applicants argue Kamps at al does not teach or suggest a 
wire of different wire permeabilities. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. A wire with slower drainage area relative to other 
areas that may be provided by weaving as explicitly taught in 
Kamps et al inherently has different wire permeabilities in at 
least two zones as claimed. 

Likewise arguments that SE 053 and Hay et al do not teach 
this feature are unpersuasive. Applicants' even admit in their 
specification that these references teach this. See for example 
page 3 gwires with zonally variable wire permeability are 
especially known from SE 427 053. £ See page 9 ^As wires wifch 
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zonally variable wire permeability, wires for instance of the 
type described in PCT /GB 99/02684 can be considered^ - Hay et al 
is US family member equivalent to PCT 684. 

The arguments that Kamps only teaches the use of the wire to 
improve an optical property, the appearance, versus a physical 
characteristic of the web are not persuasive. First of all, the 
appearance is a physical property/characteristic of the web. 
Further, nothing in the claims nor specification limit the 
claimed invention to improving different physical characteristics 
of the paper web. And yet further, one does not need to be 
motivated by applicants reasons to modify a reference. To use a 
forming wire with different wire permeability zones for its known 
intended purpose of a forming wire in a tissue making machine 
would have been prima facie obvious, if indeed not inherent, from 
these teachings. Kamps is relied upon as since it teaches use of 
such a wire in a crescent double wire former as required by claim 



3 etc. 



Further note Hay et al col i Unas 25 to 55 for discussion 
of which makes it clear that forming a decorative web impacts 
Physical characteristics of the web (e.g. influencing density or 
thickness of fiber deposits in a controlled manner, etc, etc, ) 

Arguments relative to other references, applied to various 
dependent claims, that they do not teach a wire as claimed, are 
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not persuasive since these references are not relied upon to 
teach that feature. 



Applicants amendment necessitate the new grounds of 
rejection. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M.P.E.p. 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 C.F.R. § i.i 36 (a). 

ACTION lTs™To SJS^S" JSpE* RESP0NSE T ° ™IS FINAL 

ACTION. IN THE EVENT A JSg SonJ^ ™ DATE OF THIS 

OF THE MAILING DATE OF TH I S FINAL ACTIOM iwn to WI ™ IN ™° M0NTH S 

IS NOT MAILED UNTIL AFTER THE ENn 5?™ ~ ™ E ^SORY ACTION 

STATUTORY PERIOD, THEN THE SHORTEMPn QTs-rrr™ -MONTH SHORTENED 

ON THE DATE THE ADV^R^ct^ 1 ^??™^ PERI ° D WILL EXPIRE 

PURSUANT TO 37 C F R Tl S St^?' ^ **** EXTENSION FEE 

MAILING DATE OF THE ADVISORY ACTTOM ?5 ^^CULATED FROM THE 

STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONDS 1 pydtdp t IN N ° EVENT WILL THE 

THE DATE OF THIS FlLl SlON. ® LMBR ^ SIX M0NTHS F ™M 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Examiner 
Hastings whose telephone number is ( 70 3) 308-0470. The examiner 
can nonnally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 6:30 A.M. 

to 5 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, „r. Steven Griffin can 
be reached on (703) 308-3857. The fax phone number for this 
Group is (703) 305-7115. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the Group 
receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0651. 
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Senior Primary Examiner 
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